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Response to Amendment 



1. The amendment filed on October 14, 2004 has been fully 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection . 



2, Claims 1-68 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Barry et al US (6615258) in view of Kampe at 
al USPN. (6691244) . 



As per claim 1, Barry et al teach a method for interacting with a 
client (fig. 2, 20) in a distributed computing environment having 
a plurality of computing nodes (fig. 2) interconnected to form a 
cluster (cluster 24, fig. 2), the method comprising: 
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connecting a client to a node of the cluster [fig. 2 and col. 
7, lines 29-57] ; 

associating a message list to the client on the (master) 
node [Col. 18, lines 17-66]; 

performing tasks for the client on a plurality of nodes of 
the cluster [Col. 18, lines 19-66]; 

detecting an event while performing one of the tasJcs [Col. 
18, lines 56 to col. 19, line 16. see also col. 21, lines 25 to 
line 22 line 32] ; 

storing a message on the message list descriptive of the 
detected event [col. 22, lines 33 to Col. 23, lines. 50]; and 

communicating the message to the client [col. 25, lines 40- 
65 and col. 44, lines 14-55]. 

Although Barry et al shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention including a cluster of Web servers, he does not 
explicitly show a master node. 

Nonetheless, this feature is well known in the art and would have 
been an obvious modification of the system disclosed by Barry et 
al, as evidenced by Kampe et al USPN. (6691244) . 
In analogous art, Kampe et al whose invention is about a high- 
availability distributed computing system, disclose a computing 
cluster system with a master node [Col. 5, lines 48-65] . Giving 
the teaching of Kampe et al, a person of ordinary skill in the 
art would have readily recognized the desirability and the 
advantage of modifying Barry et al by employing the distributed 
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computing system of Kampe et al that contains a master node of 
the cluster system. One is motivated to do so because the cluster 
master provides a central coordination point for cluster-wide 
synchronization operation and makes sure that all existing member 
are working properly. 

As per claim 2, Barry et al teach the method of Claim 1 wherein 
the event is detected on a node different from the master node 
[Col. 18, lines 56 to col. 19, line 16. see also col. 21, lines 
25 to line 22 line 32] . 

As per claim 3, Kampe et al teach the method of Claim 1 further 
comprising, on the master node, establishing - an object unique to 
the client for interfacing with the client [col, 5, lines 29-45 
and col. 8, lines 23-52] . 

As per claim 4, Kampe et al teach the method of Claim 3 wherein 
the object is accessible across the cluster [col. 8, lines 23- 
52] . 

As per claim 5, Barry et al teach the method of Claim 1 wherein 
communicating comprises formatting a message code into a message 
string [col. 16, lines 5-20 and col. 36, lines 20-54], 
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As per claim 6, Barry et al teach the method of Claim 1 wherein 
storing comprises formatting a message code into a message string 
[col. 16, lines 5-20 and col. 36, lines 20-54]. 

As per claim 7, Barry et al teach the method of Claim 1 further 
comprising structuring the message list as a stack [col. 32, 
lines 39-56] . 

As per claim 8, Kampe et al teach the invention further 
comprising a failing over the master node to another node on the 
cluster in response to a failover event on the master node [col. 
4, lines 17-30 and col. 6, lines 60 to col. 7, line 8]. 

As per claim 9, Barry et al teach the method of Cl'aim 1 wherein 
the event is an error event [col. 61, lines 27-61]. 

As per claims 10, this claim has similar limitations as claim 1 
and 3 above. Therefore, they are rejected with . the same 
rationale . 

As per claims 12, 31 and 50, Barry et al teach the invention 
further comprising, in the client manager, tracking a plurality 
of contexts for the client, each context having a respective 
message list [col. 11, lines 1-18 and col. 21, lines 34 to col. 
22 line 32] . 
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As per claims 13, 32 and 51, Barry et al as modified teach the 
invention wherein the event is detected on a node different from 
the master node [col. 21, lines 25 to line 22 line 32 and col. 
44, lines 3-40] . 



As per claims 14,33 and 52, Barry et al teach the invention, 
wherein communicating comprises formatting a message code into a 
message string [col. 16, lines 5-20 and col. 36, lines 20-54]. 



As per claims 15, 34 and 53, Barry et al teach the invention 
wherein storing comprises formulating a message code into a 
message string [col. 16, lines 5-20 and col. 36, lines 20-54], 



As per claims 16, 35 and 54, Barry et al teach the invention 
further comprising s_tructuring the message list as a stack [col. 
32, lines 39-56] 



As per claims 17, 36 and 55, Kampe et al teach the invention 
further comprising failing over the master node to another node 
on the cluster in response to a failover event on the master node 
[col. 4, lines 17-30 and col. 6, lines 60 to col. 7, line 8]. 



As per claims 18, 37 and 56, Barry et al teach the invention 
wherein the event is an error event [col. 61, lines 27-61]. 
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As per claims 19, 38 and 57, Barry et al teach the invention 

wherein the event is a dialogue event [col. 61, lines 27-61]. 

As per claims 2 0 and 39, these are system and an article of 
manufacture claims with similar limitations as claim 1 above. 
Therefore, they are rejected with the same rationale. 

As per claims 21 and 40, Barry et al teach the invention wherein 
the event is detected on a node different from the master node 
[col. 21, lines 25 to line 22 line 32 and col. 44, lines 3-40]. 

As per claims 22 and 41, Kampe et al teach the invention further 
comprising, on the master node, an object unique to the client 
for interfacing, with the client [col. 5, lines 29-45 and col. 8, 
lines 23-52] . 

As per claims 23 and 42, Barry et al teach the invention wherein 
the object is accessible across the cluster [col. 8, lines 12- 
58] . 

As per claims 24 and 43, Barry et al teach the invention wherein 
a message code is formatted into a message string for 
communication to the client [col. 16, lines 5-20 and col. 36, 
lines 20-54] . 
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As per claims 25 and 44, Barry et al teach the invention wherein 

a message code is formatted into a message string for storage on 
the message list [col. 32, lines 39-56]. 

As per claims 26 and 45, Barry et al teach the invention wherein 
the message list is structured as a stack [col. 32, lines 39-56]. 

As per claims 2 7 and 46, Kampe et al teach the invention further 
comprising a fail safe module for failing over the master node to 
another node on the cluster in response to a fai lover event on 
the master node [col. 4, lines 17-30 and col. 6, lines 60 to col. 
7, line 8] . 

As per claims 28 and 47, Barry et al teach the invention wherein 
the event is an error event [col. 61, lines 27-61]. 

As per claims 29 and 48, Barry et al teach the invention wherein 
the event is a dialogue event [col. 61, lines 27-61] . 

As per claim 58, this is system with similar limitations as claim 
1 above. Therefore, it is rejected with the same rationale. 

As per claim 59, this claim recites the combined subject matter 
of claims 11,12 and 16. Therefore, it is rejected with the same 
rationale. 
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As per claims 60 and 63, Barry et al as modified teach the 
invention where the distributed object is a synchronous call 
interface (col. 28, lines 53-61) . 

As per claims 61 and 64, Barry et al teach the invention wherein 
the synchronous call interface does not require network semantics 
(col. 28, lines 21-45). 

As per claim 62, this claim recites the combined subject matter 
of claims 3 0,31 and 35. Therefore, it is rejected with the same 
rationale . 

Conclusion 

4. The prior made of record and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Yasin 
Barqadle whose telephone number is 571-272-3947. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner *s supervisor, Glenn Burgess can be 
reached on 571-272-3 94 9. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 
703-872-9306 for regular communications and 703-746-7238 for 
After Final communications. 



Application/Control Number: 09/667,648 Page 
Art Unit: 2153 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 

Yasin Barqadle 
Art Unit 2153 




